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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Dumville, Kelsey

Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2018 11:47 AM

To: Olson, Bryan

Subject: Re: Coakley planning

Ok I thought it was the RA call at 4:30 but that may have changed.  

 

Thanks!  

Kelsey Dumville 

 

Public Affairs Office 

 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

 

Office: 617-918-1003 

 

Cell: 857-998-0226 

 

On May 24, 2018, at 11:45 AM, Olson, Bryan <Olson.Bryan@epa.gov> wrote: 

It looks like that call is now 5-5:45 pm that Alex needs to be on. Bryan 

From: Dumville, Kelsey  

Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2018 11:43 AM 

To: Olson, Bryan <Olson.Bryan@epa.gov>; Taylor, Melissa <Taylor.Melissag@epa.gov>; Hull, Richard <Hull.Richard@epa.gov>; Cianciarulo, 

Robert <Cianciarulo.Bob@epa.gov> 

Subject: Coakley planning 

Hi everyone,  

I just talked to Jane Lindsay and wanted to touch base regarding the planning for June 4th at Coakley. Alex will have to take a call from 4:30-5:15 

that day. I assume that the HQ folks will be able to continue through depending on where we are with the schedule but wanted to share that 

with you as the planning comes together. 

Thank you, 

Kelsey  
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Kelsey Dumville 

 

Public Affairs Office 

 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

 

Office: 617-918-1003 

 

Cell: 857-998-0226 
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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Dumville, Kelsey

Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2018 11:43 AM

To: Olson, Bryan; Taylor, Melissa; Hull, Richard; Cianciarulo, Robert

Subject: Coakley planning

Hi everyone,  

 

I just talked to Jane Lindsay and wanted to touch base regarding the planning for June 4th at Coakley. Alex will have to take a call from 4:30-5:15 that day. I 

assume that the HQ folks will be able to continue through depending on where we are with the schedule but wanted to share that with you as the planning 

comes together. 

 

Thank you, 

Kelsey  

Kelsey Dumville 

 

Public Affairs Office 

 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

 

Office: 617-918-1003 

 

Cell: 857-998-0226 
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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Olson, Bryan

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 3:37 PM

To: Murphy, Jim; Hull, Richard

Cc: Dumville, Kelsey

Subject: RE: EPA visit

Please make sure she knows that if this date doesn’t work, we will work with her to come up with another time. Not her fault they only have one day they can do 

this. Bryan 

 

From: Murphy, Jim  

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 3:34 PM 

To: Hull, Richard <Hull.Richard@epa.gov> 

Cc: Dumville, Kelsey <Dumville.Kelsey@epa.gov>; Olson, Bryan <Olson.Bryan@epa.gov> 

Subject: Re: EPA visit 

 

Great if you can take this on Skip. I ‘ m buried with family stuff. Kelsey can help if necessary. Thanks all. 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

On May 21, 2018, at 3:02 PM, Hull, Richard <Hull.Richard@epa.gov> wrote: 

Hi Jillian, 

 

I’ve just learned that Alex Dunn, Regional Administrator here in EPA Region 1, and Stephen Cook from EPA HQ’s Office of Land and Emergency 

Management (OLEM) want to follow-through on Albert Kelly’s promise to visit Coakley. As of now, the visit is tentatively scheduled for the 

afternoon of June 4. 

 

Can I give you a call to discuss your availability and the format of a meeting? 

 

Regards, 

Skip 

 

Richard W. Hull, Project Manager 
USEPA New England, Region 1 

5 Post Office Square, Suite 100 
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OSRR07-1 

Boston, MA 02109-3912 

Hull.Richard@epa.gov 

(617) 918-1882 
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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Olson, Bryan

Sent: Thursday, May 03, 2018 9:45 AM

To: Gutro, Doug; Dunn, Alexandra

Cc: Murphy, Jim; Dumville, Kelsey

Subject: RE: Visit to NH's Coakley Superfund Site

Steven is the political deputy in OLEM. 

 

From: Gutro, Doug  

Sent: Thursday, May 03, 2018 8:56 AM 

To: Dunn, Alexandra <dunn.alexandra@epa.gov> 

Cc: Olson, Bryan <Olson.Bryan@epa.gov>; Murphy, Jim <Murphy.Jim@epa.gov>; Dumville, Kelsey <Dumville.Kelsey@epa.gov> 

Subject: Re: Visit to NH's Coakley Superfund Site 

 

Agreed. I don’t know Steven cook  

Sent from my iPhone 

 

On May 3, 2018, at 8:45 AM, Dunn, Alexandra <dunn.alexandra@epa.gov> wrote: 

We need to communicate that we can handle this meeting with someone from HQ. Prob Steven cook. Who i am calling about New Bedford  

Sent from my iPhone  

Alexandra Dapolito Dunn, J.D. , Regional Administrator  

Region 1 New England. This email is for official EPA business only and may be subject to disclosure under the Freedom of information Act 

 

On May 3, 2018, at 8:19 AM, Gutro, Doug <Gutro.Doug@epa.gov> wrote: 

 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

Begin forwarded message: 
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From: "Grantham, Nancy" <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov> 

Date: May 3, 2018 at 8:17:29 AM EDT 

To: "Levine, Carolyn" <Levine.Carolyn@epa.gov> 

Cc: "Richardson, RobinH" <Richardson.RobinH@epa.gov>, "Gutro, Doug" <Gutro.Doug@epa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Visit to NH's Coakley Superfund Site 

Looping doug  

 

n  tn  tNancy GranthamNancy Grantham 

 f Pu i  ffa   f Pu i  ffa  Office of Public Affairs Office of Public Affairs  
   vUS Environment     al e n yal Protection Agency 

2202--5564-    ( s6879 (desk) 

2202--2253-    ( o l7056 (mobile) 
 

From: Levine, Carolyn  

Sent: Thursday, May 03, 2018 7:46 AM 

To: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov> 

Cc: Richardson, RobinH <Richardson.RobinH@epa.gov> 

Subject: Re: Visit to NH's Coakley Superfund Site 

 

Thanks, yes definitely the region, but wanted to ID HQ first to address the request. 

 

Thank you! 

 

------------------- 

Carolyn Levine 

Office of Congressional and 

Intergovernmental Relations 

U.S. EPA 

(202) 564-1859 

levine.carolyn@epa.gov 

 

On May 3, 2018, at 7:40 AM, Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov> wrote: 

Do we want to loop in the region? 

 

  n  tNancy Grantham 

         f Pu i  ffa  Office of Public Affairs  
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 v al e n y v al e n yUS Environmental Protection AgencyUS Environmental Protection Agency 

2202--5564-    ( s6879 (desk) 

2202--2253-    ( o l7056 (mobile) 
 

From: Richardson, RobinH  

Sent: Thursday, May 03, 2018 7:36 AM 

To: Levine, Carolyn <Levine.Carolyn@epa.gov> 

Cc: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov> 

Subject: Re: Visit to NH's Coakley Superfund Site 

 

Hi Carolyn - Yes, that’s a good idea to at least make her aware as it’s determined who will 

replace Kell. We may also want to let Ken know. Between the two we can make sure the request 

is covered. Sound good? Thank you for flagging! Robin 

-------------------- 

Robin H Richardson 

PDAA/OCIR 

202-564-3358 (desk) 

703-581-5814 (cell) 

richardson.robinh@epa.gov 

 

On May 2, 2018, at 5:36 PM, Levine, Carolyn <Levine.Carolyn@epa.gov> wrote: 

Hi, 

See request below. Should I check with Veronica? 

 

 

 
------------------- 
Carolyn Levine 
Office of Congressional and  
Intergovernmental Relations 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 564-1859 
levine.carolyn@epa.gov 

 

From: Klasen, Matthew  

Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2018 5:30 PM 

To: Levine, Carolyn <Levine.Carolyn@epa.gov> 

Subject: Fw: Visit to NH's Coakley Superfund Site 
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Hey Carolyn -- presumably I should send this one your team's way. Sound 

good? (I can reply to Ariel and copy you or others on your team if that 

works?) 

 

Thanks, 

Matt 

 

---------------------------------------------- 

Matt Klasen  

U.S Environmental Protection Agency  

Office of Congressional Affairs 

WJC North 3443P 

202-566-0780 

cell (202) 505-0787  

 

 
From: Marshall, Ariel (Shaheen) <Ariel Marshall@shaheen.senate.gov> 

Sent: Wednesday, May 2, 2018 1:15 PM 

To: Klasen, Matthew 

Cc: Holmes, Sarah (Shaheen) 

Subject: Visit to NH's Coakley Superfund Site  

 

Hi Matt,  

 

On April 19th, one of our constituents, Jillian Lane, had a meeting with 

Albert Kelly about various health and safety issues New Hampshire 

communities near the Coakley Superfund site are experiencing. I 

understand that, during this meeting, Mr. Kelly told Ms. Lane that he was 

planning to visit the site sometime in May: 
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http://www.seacoastonline.com/news/20180427/greenland-activist-

superfund-chairman-to-visit-coakley 

 

Since this meeting, Mr. Kelly has resigned; however, I hope that we can 

get a similar commitment from someone else on the Superfund Task 

Force. In addition to hazardous chemicals, monitoring wells at Coakley 

have detected 1,4-dioxane at levels above the EPA’s health advisory level 

and PFOS levels as high as 1,108 ppt. We would appreciate a similar level 

of attention from Mr. Kelly’s interim replacement and hope a visit can be 

scheduled in the near future.  

 

Please let us know if we can be helpful with regards to this visit.  

 

Many thanks, 

Ariel 

 

Ariel Marshall, Ph.D. 

Senior Domestic Policy Advisor 

Office of U.S. Senator Jeanne Shaheen 

506 Hart Senate Office Building 

Washington, DC 20510 

Tel. 202/224-2841 

 

<image001.png> <image002.png> <image003.png> <image004.png>  
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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Dumville, Kelsey

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 12:03 PM

To: Olson, Bryan

Subject: RE: Coakley Clips

Might not be a bad idea. I’ll share that with Jim.  

 

Kelsey (O’Neil) Dumville 

Public Affairs Office 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

Office: 617-918-1003 

Cell: 857-998-0226 

 

From: Olson, Bryan  

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:35 AM 

To: Dumville, Kelsey <Dumville.Kelsey@epa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Coakley Clips 

 

Wow. Maybe we should take a trip up to visit with them. 

 

From: Dumville, Kelsey  

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:34 AM 

To: Olson, Bryan <Olson.Bryan@epa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Coakley Clips 

 

I believe it is.  

 

Kelsey (O’Neil) Dumville 

Public Affairs Office 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

Office: 617-918-1003 

Cell: 857-998-0226 

 

From: Olson, Bryan  

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:23 AM 
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To: Dumville, Kelsey <Dumville.Kelsey@epa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Coakley Clips 

 

Is the first one an editorial? 

 

From: Dumville, Kelsey  

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:03 AM 

To: Gutro, Doug <Gutro.Doug@epa.gov>; Dunn, Alexandra <dunn.alexandra@epa.gov>; Szaro, Deb <Szaro.Deb@epa.gov> 

Cc: Murphy, Jim <Murphy.Jim@epa.gov>; Olson, Bryan <Olson.Bryan@epa.gov>; Taylor, Melissa <Taylor.Melissag@epa.gov>; Hull, Richard 

<Hull.Richard@epa.gov> 

Subject: Coakley Clips 

 

http://www.seacoastonline.com/news/20180406/coakley-fox-is-guarding-henhouse  

 

Coakley: Fox is guarding the henhouse 
Posted at 8:13 AMUpdated at 8:13 AM 
 

The overdue release of Coakley Landfill Group documents shed more light on the troubling approach to remediating this 
toxic dump from virtually day one and the city of Portsmouth is right in the middle of it. 

A remediation reduced to natural attenuation (allowing toxins to seep into the ground) has done virtually nothing to protect 
the environment and humans from this Superfund cleanup site. The CLG’s successful lobbying of the EPA to drop the pump-
and-treat system requirement is one of the many missteps by all parties involved. 

Furthermore, the consent decree, which let the federal government off the hook at a cost of $5.25 million, was woefully short-
sighted as it did not account for the likelihood of emerging contaminants of concern. This was proven by the detection of 
potentially carcinogenic 1,4-dioxane and PFCs in recent years. 

The Air Force is today paying for a pump-and-treat system to cleanup PFCs in contaminated groundwater at the former Pease 
Air Force Base, the same chemicals impacting ground and surface water around Coakley. 

There is no other way to describe the handling of the Coakley cleanup than as mismanagement arising from putting the 
polluters in charge of the cleanup. Think fox in charge of the henhouse. 
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The CLG almost immediately sought to drop the pump-and-treat system. The CLG fired IT Corp., which it hired to install the 
cap, then sued the company. Facing a certain loss in court, the CLG settled with IT Corp. at a cost of millions of dollars to 
fulfill the contract and pay legal fees. 

The CLG is essentially the city of Portsmouth with its city attorney as de facto head of the organization created to administer 
the remediation. Decisions to reduce the cost of the cleanup benefitted the city and its taxpayers at a cost to the environment. 
Portsmouth is responsible for 53.6 percent of all costs of the remediation and continues to lead the effort that will stretch into 
the 2030s, and likely beyond. Now, the city’s taxpayers are footing the bill for lobbyists and consultants to continue the failed 
remediation of Coakley. 

The conflict of interest is the city balancing its payment for the cleanup against a true remediation. So far, that balance has 
tipped too far in favor of saving money over saving the environment and protecting public health. 

No matter how much the city attorney, city manager, environmental planner and city councilors try to spin it, the 
remediation of Coakley is a disaster. This follows the disaster of operations while the dump was open. This, among many 
other ways, was evidenced in CLG documents that showed the discovery of at least 14 drums of pathological waste (human or 
animal body parts, organs and tissue) during preparations for capping the dump. The waste was such a threat it had to be 
removed from the landfill and disposed of off-site, according to CLG documents. 

Monitoring wells at the landfill found 1,4-dioxane at levels above the EPA’s health advisory level and PFOS levels as high as 
1,108 parts per trillion. The health advisory is 70 ppt. Tests in Berry’s Brook near the landfill found PFAS nearly three times 
higher than the health advisory level. 

And you think the remediation is working? 

The problem is not going away and the responsible parties already face a rather large bill. The CLG cannot escape this bill 
with delays and lobbyists. The CLG owes the federal government more than $5 million for not installing the pump-and-treat 
system at the landfill and it continues to grow by the day. 

It is clear the city of Portsmouth must be removed from any management role in the remediation. Ending that conflict of 
interest appears to be the only way to achieve a true remediation of a highly toxic site leaching dangerous chemicals into 
ground and surface water. 

 
 
http://www.seacoastonline.com/news/20180405/residents-frustrated-by-status-quo-at-coakley-landfill  
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*Nice shot of Skip if you go to the link! 

 

Residents frustrated by status quo at Coakley 
landfill 
By Jeff McMenemy  
jmcmenemy@seacoastonline.com  

Posted Apr 5, 2018 at 11:13 PMUpdated at 6:50 AM 
 

GREENLAND - More than 100 people turned out Thursday night for a meeting about the toxic Coakley landfill hosted by 
state and federal regulators. 

But they left the meeting at Bethany Church - with its parking lot next to the Superfund cleanup site - without any new plans 
to either clean up the landfill or provide municipal water to the families living around it. 

Several people expressed frustration that neither the Environmental Protection Agency nor the N.H. Department of 
Environmental Services - which hosted the meeting - had forced the Coakley Landfill Group (CLG) to clean up Berry’s Brook, 
which is adjacent to the landfill. 

Monitoring wells at the landfill in North Hampton and Greenland found 1,4-dioxane at levels above the EPA’s health advisory 
level and PFOS levels as high as 1,108 parts per trillion. Both chemicals are suspected carcinogens. 

The health advisory is 70 ppt. 

Tests in Berry’s Brook near the landfill found levels of PFAS chemicals in surface water nearly three times higher than the 
health advisory level for groundwater. 

State Rep. Mike Edgar, D-Hampton, referenced a letter written by Michael Wimsatt, director of the DES Waste Management 
Division in July 2017 to a group of Seacoast lawmakers. 

In the letter, Wimsatt pointed to the contaminated Berry’s Brook and said “actions need to be implemented at the site to 
provide additional removal or containment of the contamination in order to mitigate these surface water quality impacts.” 

Edgar than asked him if the agency’s opinion about how the contamination in the brook should be addressed has changed. 
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Wimsatt, who attended Thursday’s meeting, said the “agency’s position is the same.” 

“We believe that it would be best, it would be most prudent to (implement) some kind of active remedy there to improve the 
water quality in Berry’s Brook,” Wimsatt said. “We did ask the CLG if they would consider that shortly after the letter was 
issued, and they declined to participate in doing anything.” 

He then added that if the agency was in a position to compel the CLG to clean-up the brook, “we would do that.” 

But he acknowledged the agency does not have the legal authority to force the CLG to clean up the brook. 

The CLG is composed of and funded by municipalities and companies that used the landfill or brought waste there. 

The group is responsible for paying to clean up the site. The city of Portsmouth -and by extension Portsmouth taxpayers - 
bears the biggest share of the remediation costs at 53.6 percent. 

Residents living around the landfill are worried that chemicals leaching from the landfill will eventually contaminate their 
wells and threaten the health of their families. 

But so far levels of PFAS chemicals found in residential wells have been below the health advisory. 

State Rep. Renny Cushing, D-Hampton, seemed to speak for many Thursday night when to applause he told the regulators 
that he was “trying to figure out who’s running the show here.” 

He explained that Portsmouth City Attorney Robert Sullivan - who also serves as the head of the CLG’s executive committee - 
testified recently before a legislative commission that “it was the EPA’s idea to tell us we didn’t have to install a pump and 
treatment system” at the landfill. 

Cushing was referring to a change made to the original remedy in 1999, which had required the CLG to install a pump and 
treat system on the landfill to treat contaminated groundwater. 

The Portsmouth Herald reported last week that the CLG began lobbying the 

Department of Justice, the EPA and its Congressional delegation to drop that requirement as early as 1995. 

The EPA in 1999 - after consulting with N.H. DES - agreed to the change. 

Cushing then noted that the EPA does not now believe a pump and treat system is required for Berry’s Brook and asked “was 
that the position that the Coakley Landfill Group told you you were supposed to take?” 
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“I don’t see the EPA protecting the public in this. I think the Coakley Landfill Group is running the show,” Cushing said. “It’s 
time to change that.” 

Until Sullivan released some documents last week relating to the CLG, which proved the group had lobbied to drop the 
system, Sullivan had said he didn’t remember if the group had pushed the EPA for the change. 

Sullivan did not attend Thursday’s meeting. 

EPA spokesman Jim Murphy replied that EPA “made the decision that the pump and treat was not necessary.” 

If they had installed the system back in the 1990s, he said, it would “have no impact on removing the contaminants we’re 
concerned about now.” 

“You can blame it on the EPA (and say) we let them get away with it,” Murphy added. “That’s not how we viewed it.” 

EPA and DES officials stressed Thursday night that the deep bedrock study that they have ordered the CLG to conduct will 
help to determine where the contaminants in water leaving the site could flow to. 

Mark S. Gearreald, the town attorney for Hampton, appeared at Thursday’s meeting and told regulators that Hampton and 
North Hampton had hired University of New Hampshire professor Tom Ballestero to study water flow from the landfill. 

Ballestero, who he described as a “nationally recognized hydrologist,” determined that water migration from the landfill “has 
pathways where it can travel to the south and to the east.” 

“We have contamination of PFCs in our wells in Hampton and North Hampton that serve the drinking water supplies, public 
water supplies of Hampton, North Hampton and two Rye water districts,” the attorney said. “We’re looking for protection 
here and it sounds like what we’re getting is maybes.” 

 

 

Kelsey (O’Neil) Dumville 

Public Affairs Office 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

Office: 617-918-1003 

Cell: 857-998-0226 
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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Olson, Bryan

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:35 AM

To: Dumville, Kelsey

Subject: RE: Coakley Clips

Wow. Maybe we should take a trip up to visit with them. 

 

From: Dumville, Kelsey  

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:34 AM 

To: Olson, Bryan <Olson.Bryan@epa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Coakley Clips 

 

I believe it is.  

 

Kelsey (O’Neil) Dumville 

Public Affairs Office 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

Office: 617-918-1003 

Cell: 857-998-0226 

 

From: Olson, Bryan  

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:23 AM 

To: Dumville, Kelsey <Dumville.Kelsey@epa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Coakley Clips 

 

Is the first one an editorial? 

 

From: Dumville, Kelsey  

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:03 AM 

To: Gutro, Doug <Gutro.Doug@epa.gov>; Dunn, Alexandra <dunn.alexandra@epa.gov>; Szaro, Deb <Szaro.Deb@epa.gov> 

Cc: Murphy, Jim <Murphy.Jim@epa.gov>; Olson, Bryan <Olson.Bryan@epa.gov>; Taylor, Melissa <Taylor.Melissag@epa.gov>; Hull, Richard 

<Hull.Richard@epa.gov> 

Subject: Coakley Clips 
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http://www.seacoastonline.com/news/20180406/coakley-fox-is-guarding-henhouse  

 

Coakley: Fox is guarding the henhouse 
Posted at 8:13 AMUpdated at 8:13 AM 
 

The overdue release of Coakley Landfill Group documents shed more light on the troubling approach to remediating this 
toxic dump from virtually day one and the city of Portsmouth is right in the middle of it. 

A remediation reduced to natural attenuation (allowing toxins to seep into the ground) has done virtually nothing to protect 
the environment and humans from this Superfund cleanup site. The CLG’s successful lobbying of the EPA to drop the pump-
and-treat system requirement is one of the many missteps by all parties involved. 

Furthermore, the consent decree, which let the federal government off the hook at a cost of $5.25 million, was woefully short-
sighted as it did not account for the likelihood of emerging contaminants of concern. This was proven by the detection of 
potentially carcinogenic 1,4-dioxane and PFCs in recent years. 

The Air Force is today paying for a pump-and-treat system to cleanup PFCs in contaminated groundwater at the former Pease 
Air Force Base, the same chemicals impacting ground and surface water around Coakley. 

There is no other way to describe the handling of the Coakley cleanup than as mismanagement arising from putting the 
polluters in charge of the cleanup. Think fox in charge of the henhouse. 

The CLG almost immediately sought to drop the pump-and-treat system. The CLG fired IT Corp., which it hired to install the 
cap, then sued the company. Facing a certain loss in court, the CLG settled with IT Corp. at a cost of millions of dollars to 
fulfill the contract and pay legal fees. 

The CLG is essentially the city of Portsmouth with its city attorney as de facto head of the organization created to administer 
the remediation. Decisions to reduce the cost of the cleanup benefitted the city and its taxpayers at a cost to the environment. 
Portsmouth is responsible for 53.6 percent of all costs of the remediation and continues to lead the effort that will stretch into 
the 2030s, and likely beyond. Now, the city’s taxpayers are footing the bill for lobbyists and consultants to continue the failed 
remediation of Coakley. 

The conflict of interest is the city balancing its payment for the cleanup against a true remediation. So far, that balance has 
tipped too far in favor of saving money over saving the environment and protecting public health. 
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No matter how much the city attorney, city manager, environmental planner and city councilors try to spin it, the 
remediation of Coakley is a disaster. This follows the disaster of operations while the dump was open. This, among many 
other ways, was evidenced in CLG documents that showed the discovery of at least 14 drums of pathological waste (human or 
animal body parts, organs and tissue) during preparations for capping the dump. The waste was such a threat it had to be 
removed from the landfill and disposed of off-site, according to CLG documents. 

Monitoring wells at the landfill found 1,4-dioxane at levels above the EPA’s health advisory level and PFOS levels as high as 
1,108 parts per trillion. The health advisory is 70 ppt. Tests in Berry’s Brook near the landfill found PFAS nearly three times 
higher than the health advisory level. 

And you think the remediation is working? 

The problem is not going away and the responsible parties already face a rather large bill. The CLG cannot escape this bill 
with delays and lobbyists. The CLG owes the federal government more than $5 million for not installing the pump-and-treat 
system at the landfill and it continues to grow by the day. 

It is clear the city of Portsmouth must be removed from any management role in the remediation. Ending that conflict of 
interest appears to be the only way to achieve a true remediation of a highly toxic site leaching dangerous chemicals into 
ground and surface water. 

 
 
http://www.seacoastonline.com/news/20180405/residents-frustrated-by-status-quo-at-coakley-landfill  

 

*Nice shot of Skip if you go to the link! 

 

Residents frustrated by status quo at Coakley 
landfill 
By Jeff McMenemy  
jmcmenemy@seacoastonline.com  

Posted Apr 5, 2018 at 11:13 PMUpdated at 6:50 AM 
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GREENLAND - More than 100 people turned out Thursday night for a meeting about the toxic Coakley landfill hosted by 
state and federal regulators. 

But they left the meeting at Bethany Church - with its parking lot next to the Superfund cleanup site - without any new plans 
to either clean up the landfill or provide municipal water to the families living around it. 

Several people expressed frustration that neither the Environmental Protection Agency nor the N.H. Department of 
Environmental Services - which hosted the meeting - had forced the Coakley Landfill Group (CLG) to clean up Berry’s Brook, 
which is adjacent to the landfill. 

Monitoring wells at the landfill in North Hampton and Greenland found 1,4-dioxane at levels above the EPA’s health advisory 
level and PFOS levels as high as 1,108 parts per trillion. Both chemicals are suspected carcinogens. 

The health advisory is 70 ppt. 

Tests in Berry’s Brook near the landfill found levels of PFAS chemicals in surface water nearly three times higher than the 
health advisory level for groundwater. 

State Rep. Mike Edgar, D-Hampton, referenced a letter written by Michael Wimsatt, director of the DES Waste Management 
Division in July 2017 to a group of Seacoast lawmakers. 

In the letter, Wimsatt pointed to the contaminated Berry’s Brook and said “actions need to be implemented at the site to 
provide additional removal or containment of the contamination in order to mitigate these surface water quality impacts.” 

Edgar than asked him if the agency’s opinion about how the contamination in the brook should be addressed has changed. 

Wimsatt, who attended Thursday’s meeting, said the “agency’s position is the same.” 

“We believe that it would be best, it would be most prudent to (implement) some kind of active remedy there to improve the 
water quality in Berry’s Brook,” Wimsatt said. “We did ask the CLG if they would consider that shortly after the letter was 
issued, and they declined to participate in doing anything.” 

He then added that if the agency was in a position to compel the CLG to clean-up the brook, “we would do that.” 

But he acknowledged the agency does not have the legal authority to force the CLG to clean up the brook. 

The CLG is composed of and funded by municipalities and companies that used the landfill or brought waste there. 
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The group is responsible for paying to clean up the site. The city of Portsmouth -and by extension Portsmouth taxpayers - 
bears the biggest share of the remediation costs at 53.6 percent. 

Residents living around the landfill are worried that chemicals leaching from the landfill will eventually contaminate their 
wells and threaten the health of their families. 

But so far levels of PFAS chemicals found in residential wells have been below the health advisory. 

State Rep. Renny Cushing, D-Hampton, seemed to speak for many Thursday night when to applause he told the regulators 
that he was “trying to figure out who’s running the show here.” 

He explained that Portsmouth City Attorney Robert Sullivan - who also serves as the head of the CLG’s executive committee - 
testified recently before a legislative commission that “it was the EPA’s idea to tell us we didn’t have to install a pump and 
treatment system” at the landfill. 

Cushing was referring to a change made to the original remedy in 1999, which had required the CLG to install a pump and 
treat system on the landfill to treat contaminated groundwater. 

The Portsmouth Herald reported last week that the CLG began lobbying the 

Department of Justice, the EPA and its Congressional delegation to drop that requirement as early as 1995. 

The EPA in 1999 - after consulting with N.H. DES - agreed to the change. 

Cushing then noted that the EPA does not now believe a pump and treat system is required for Berry’s Brook and asked “was 
that the position that the Coakley Landfill Group told you you were supposed to take?” 

“I don’t see the EPA protecting the public in this. I think the Coakley Landfill Group is running the show,” Cushing said. “It’s 
time to change that.” 

Until Sullivan released some documents last week relating to the CLG, which proved the group had lobbied to drop the 
system, Sullivan had said he didn’t remember if the group had pushed the EPA for the change. 

Sullivan did not attend Thursday’s meeting. 

EPA spokesman Jim Murphy replied that EPA “made the decision that the pump and treat was not necessary.” 
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If they had installed the system back in the 1990s, he said, it would “have no impact on removing the contaminants we’re 
concerned about now.” 

“You can blame it on the EPA (and say) we let them get away with it,” Murphy added. “That’s not how we viewed it.” 

EPA and DES officials stressed Thursday night that the deep bedrock study that they have ordered the CLG to conduct will 
help to determine where the contaminants in water leaving the site could flow to. 

Mark S. Gearreald, the town attorney for Hampton, appeared at Thursday’s meeting and told regulators that Hampton and 
North Hampton had hired University of New Hampshire professor Tom Ballestero to study water flow from the landfill. 

Ballestero, who he described as a “nationally recognized hydrologist,” determined that water migration from the landfill “has 
pathways where it can travel to the south and to the east.” 

“We have contamination of PFCs in our wells in Hampton and North Hampton that serve the drinking water supplies, public 
water supplies of Hampton, North Hampton and two Rye water districts,” the attorney said. “We’re looking for protection 
here and it sounds like what we’re getting is maybes.” 

 

 

Kelsey (O’Neil) Dumville 

Public Affairs Office 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

Office: 617-918-1003 

Cell: 857-998-0226 
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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Dumville, Kelsey

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:34 AM

To: Olson, Bryan

Subject: RE: Coakley Clips

I believe it is.  

 

Kelsey (O’Neil) Dumville 

Public Affairs Office 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

Office: 617-918-1003 

Cell: 857-998-0226 

 

From: Olson, Bryan  

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:23 AM 

To: Dumville, Kelsey <Dumville.Kelsey@epa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Coakley Clips 

 

Is the first one an editorial? 

 

From: Dumville, Kelsey  

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:03 AM 

To: Gutro, Doug <Gutro.Doug@epa.gov>; Dunn, Alexandra <dunn.alexandra@epa.gov>; Szaro, Deb <Szaro.Deb@epa.gov> 

Cc: Murphy, Jim <Murphy.Jim@epa.gov>; Olson, Bryan <Olson.Bryan@epa.gov>; Taylor, Melissa <Taylor.Melissag@epa.gov>; Hull, Richard 

<Hull.Richard@epa.gov> 

Subject: Coakley Clips 

 

http://www.seacoastonline.com/news/20180406/coakley-fox-is-guarding-henhouse  

 

Coakley: Fox is guarding the henhouse 
Posted at 8:13 AMUpdated at 8:13 AM 
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The overdue release of Coakley Landfill Group documents shed more light on the troubling approach to remediating this 
toxic dump from virtually day one and the city of Portsmouth is right in the middle of it. 

A remediation reduced to natural attenuation (allowing toxins to seep into the ground) has done virtually nothing to protect 
the environment and humans from this Superfund cleanup site. The CLG’s successful lobbying of the EPA to drop the pump-
and-treat system requirement is one of the many missteps by all parties involved. 

Furthermore, the consent decree, which let the federal government off the hook at a cost of $5.25 million, was woefully short-
sighted as it did not account for the likelihood of emerging contaminants of concern. This was proven by the detection of 
potentially carcinogenic 1,4-dioxane and PFCs in recent years. 

The Air Force is today paying for a pump-and-treat system to cleanup PFCs in contaminated groundwater at the former Pease 
Air Force Base, the same chemicals impacting ground and surface water around Coakley. 

There is no other way to describe the handling of the Coakley cleanup than as mismanagement arising from putting the 
polluters in charge of the cleanup. Think fox in charge of the henhouse. 

The CLG almost immediately sought to drop the pump-and-treat system. The CLG fired IT Corp., which it hired to install the 
cap, then sued the company. Facing a certain loss in court, the CLG settled with IT Corp. at a cost of millions of dollars to 
fulfill the contract and pay legal fees. 

The CLG is essentially the city of Portsmouth with its city attorney as de facto head of the organization created to administer 
the remediation. Decisions to reduce the cost of the cleanup benefitted the city and its taxpayers at a cost to the environment. 
Portsmouth is responsible for 53.6 percent of all costs of the remediation and continues to lead the effort that will stretch into 
the 2030s, and likely beyond. Now, the city’s taxpayers are footing the bill for lobbyists and consultants to continue the failed 
remediation of Coakley. 

The conflict of interest is the city balancing its payment for the cleanup against a true remediation. So far, that balance has 
tipped too far in favor of saving money over saving the environment and protecting public health. 

No matter how much the city attorney, city manager, environmental planner and city councilors try to spin it, the 
remediation of Coakley is a disaster. This follows the disaster of operations while the dump was open. This, among many 
other ways, was evidenced in CLG documents that showed the discovery of at least 14 drums of pathological waste (human or 
animal body parts, organs and tissue) during preparations for capping the dump. The waste was such a threat it had to be 
removed from the landfill and disposed of off-site, according to CLG documents. 
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Monitoring wells at the landfill found 1,4-dioxane at levels above the EPA’s health advisory level and PFOS levels as high as 
1,108 parts per trillion. The health advisory is 70 ppt. Tests in Berry’s Brook near the landfill found PFAS nearly three times 
higher than the health advisory level. 

And you think the remediation is working? 

The problem is not going away and the responsible parties already face a rather large bill. The CLG cannot escape this bill 
with delays and lobbyists. The CLG owes the federal government more than $5 million for not installing the pump-and-treat 
system at the landfill and it continues to grow by the day. 

It is clear the city of Portsmouth must be removed from any management role in the remediation. Ending that conflict of 
interest appears to be the only way to achieve a true remediation of a highly toxic site leaching dangerous chemicals into 
ground and surface water. 

 
 
http://www.seacoastonline.com/news/20180405/residents-frustrated-by-status-quo-at-coakley-landfill  

 

*Nice shot of Skip if you go to the link! 

 

Residents frustrated by status quo at Coakley 
landfill 
By Jeff McMenemy  
jmcmenemy@seacoastonline.com  

Posted Apr 5, 2018 at 11:13 PMUpdated at 6:50 AM 
 

GREENLAND - More than 100 people turned out Thursday night for a meeting about the toxic Coakley landfill hosted by 
state and federal regulators. 

But they left the meeting at Bethany Church - with its parking lot next to the Superfund cleanup site - without any new plans 
to either clean up the landfill or provide municipal water to the families living around it. 
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Several people expressed frustration that neither the Environmental Protection Agency nor the N.H. Department of 
Environmental Services - which hosted the meeting - had forced the Coakley Landfill Group (CLG) to clean up Berry’s Brook, 
which is adjacent to the landfill. 

Monitoring wells at the landfill in North Hampton and Greenland found 1,4-dioxane at levels above the EPA’s health advisory 
level and PFOS levels as high as 1,108 parts per trillion. Both chemicals are suspected carcinogens. 

The health advisory is 70 ppt. 

Tests in Berry’s Brook near the landfill found levels of PFAS chemicals in surface water nearly three times higher than the 
health advisory level for groundwater. 

State Rep. Mike Edgar, D-Hampton, referenced a letter written by Michael Wimsatt, director of the DES Waste Management 
Division in July 2017 to a group of Seacoast lawmakers. 

In the letter, Wimsatt pointed to the contaminated Berry’s Brook and said “actions need to be implemented at the site to 
provide additional removal or containment of the contamination in order to mitigate these surface water quality impacts.” 

Edgar than asked him if the agency’s opinion about how the contamination in the brook should be addressed has changed. 

Wimsatt, who attended Thursday’s meeting, said the “agency’s position is the same.” 

“We believe that it would be best, it would be most prudent to (implement) some kind of active remedy there to improve the 
water quality in Berry’s Brook,” Wimsatt said. “We did ask the CLG if they would consider that shortly after the letter was 
issued, and they declined to participate in doing anything.” 

He then added that if the agency was in a position to compel the CLG to clean-up the brook, “we would do that.” 

But he acknowledged the agency does not have the legal authority to force the CLG to clean up the brook. 

The CLG is composed of and funded by municipalities and companies that used the landfill or brought waste there. 

The group is responsible for paying to clean up the site. The city of Portsmouth -and by extension Portsmouth taxpayers - 
bears the biggest share of the remediation costs at 53.6 percent. 

Residents living around the landfill are worried that chemicals leaching from the landfill will eventually contaminate their 
wells and threaten the health of their families. 
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But so far levels of PFAS chemicals found in residential wells have been below the health advisory. 

State Rep. Renny Cushing, D-Hampton, seemed to speak for many Thursday night when to applause he told the regulators 
that he was “trying to figure out who’s running the show here.” 

He explained that Portsmouth City Attorney Robert Sullivan - who also serves as the head of the CLG’s executive committee - 
testified recently before a legislative commission that “it was the EPA’s idea to tell us we didn’t have to install a pump and 
treatment system” at the landfill. 

Cushing was referring to a change made to the original remedy in 1999, which had required the CLG to install a pump and 
treat system on the landfill to treat contaminated groundwater. 

The Portsmouth Herald reported last week that the CLG began lobbying the 

Department of Justice, the EPA and its Congressional delegation to drop that requirement as early as 1995. 

The EPA in 1999 - after consulting with N.H. DES - agreed to the change. 

Cushing then noted that the EPA does not now believe a pump and treat system is required for Berry’s Brook and asked “was 
that the position that the Coakley Landfill Group told you you were supposed to take?” 

“I don’t see the EPA protecting the public in this. I think the Coakley Landfill Group is running the show,” Cushing said. “It’s 
time to change that.” 

Until Sullivan released some documents last week relating to the CLG, which proved the group had lobbied to drop the 
system, Sullivan had said he didn’t remember if the group had pushed the EPA for the change. 

Sullivan did not attend Thursday’s meeting. 

EPA spokesman Jim Murphy replied that EPA “made the decision that the pump and treat was not necessary.” 

If they had installed the system back in the 1990s, he said, it would “have no impact on removing the contaminants we’re 
concerned about now.” 

“You can blame it on the EPA (and say) we let them get away with it,” Murphy added. “That’s not how we viewed it.” 

EPA and DES officials stressed Thursday night that the deep bedrock study that they have ordered the CLG to conduct will 
help to determine where the contaminants in water leaving the site could flow to. 
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Mark S. Gearreald, the town attorney for Hampton, appeared at Thursday’s meeting and told regulators that Hampton and 
North Hampton had hired University of New Hampshire professor Tom Ballestero to study water flow from the landfill. 

Ballestero, who he described as a “nationally recognized hydrologist,” determined that water migration from the landfill “has 
pathways where it can travel to the south and to the east.” 

“We have contamination of PFCs in our wells in Hampton and North Hampton that serve the drinking water supplies, public 
water supplies of Hampton, North Hampton and two Rye water districts,” the attorney said. “We’re looking for protection 
here and it sounds like what we’re getting is maybes.” 

 

 

Kelsey (O’Neil) Dumville 

Public Affairs Office 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

Office: 617-918-1003 

Cell: 857-998-0226 
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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Olson, Bryan

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:23 AM

To: Dumville, Kelsey

Subject: RE: Coakley Clips

Is the first one an editorial? 

 

From: Dumville, Kelsey  

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 11:03 AM 

To: Gutro, Doug <Gutro.Doug@epa.gov>; Dunn, Alexandra <dunn.alexandra@epa.gov>; Szaro, Deb <Szaro.Deb@epa.gov> 

Cc: Murphy, Jim <Murphy.Jim@epa.gov>; Olson, Bryan <Olson.Bryan@epa.gov>; Taylor, Melissa <Taylor.Melissag@epa.gov>; Hull, Richard 

<Hull.Richard@epa.gov> 

Subject: Coakley Clips 

 

http://www.seacoastonline.com/news/20180406/coakley-fox-is-guarding-henhouse  

 

Coakley: Fox is guarding the henhouse 
Posted at 8:13 AMUpdated at 8:13 AM 
 

The overdue release of Coakley Landfill Group documents shed more light on the troubling approach to remediating this 
toxic dump from virtually day one and the city of Portsmouth is right in the middle of it. 

A remediation reduced to natural attenuation (allowing toxins to seep into the ground) has done virtually nothing to protect 
the environment and humans from this Superfund cleanup site. The CLG’s successful lobbying of the EPA to drop the pump-
and-treat system requirement is one of the many missteps by all parties involved. 

Furthermore, the consent decree, which let the federal government off the hook at a cost of $5.25 million, was woefully short-
sighted as it did not account for the likelihood of emerging contaminants of concern. This was proven by the detection of 
potentially carcinogenic 1,4-dioxane and PFCs in recent years. 



30

The Air Force is today paying for a pump-and-treat system to cleanup PFCs in contaminated groundwater at the former Pease 
Air Force Base, the same chemicals impacting ground and surface water around Coakley. 

There is no other way to describe the handling of the Coakley cleanup than as mismanagement arising from putting the 
polluters in charge of the cleanup. Think fox in charge of the henhouse. 

The CLG almost immediately sought to drop the pump-and-treat system. The CLG fired IT Corp., which it hired to install the 
cap, then sued the company. Facing a certain loss in court, the CLG settled with IT Corp. at a cost of millions of dollars to 
fulfill the contract and pay legal fees. 

The CLG is essentially the city of Portsmouth with its city attorney as de facto head of the organization created to administer 
the remediation. Decisions to reduce the cost of the cleanup benefitted the city and its taxpayers at a cost to the environment. 
Portsmouth is responsible for 53.6 percent of all costs of the remediation and continues to lead the effort that will stretch into 
the 2030s, and likely beyond. Now, the city’s taxpayers are footing the bill for lobbyists and consultants to continue the failed 
remediation of Coakley. 

The conflict of interest is the city balancing its payment for the cleanup against a true remediation. So far, that balance has 
tipped too far in favor of saving money over saving the environment and protecting public health. 

No matter how much the city attorney, city manager, environmental planner and city councilors try to spin it, the 
remediation of Coakley is a disaster. This follows the disaster of operations while the dump was open. This, among many 
other ways, was evidenced in CLG documents that showed the discovery of at least 14 drums of pathological waste (human or 
animal body parts, organs and tissue) during preparations for capping the dump. The waste was such a threat it had to be 
removed from the landfill and disposed of off-site, according to CLG documents. 

Monitoring wells at the landfill found 1,4-dioxane at levels above the EPA’s health advisory level and PFOS levels as high as 
1,108 parts per trillion. The health advisory is 70 ppt. Tests in Berry’s Brook near the landfill found PFAS nearly three times 
higher than the health advisory level. 

And you think the remediation is working? 

The problem is not going away and the responsible parties already face a rather large bill. The CLG cannot escape this bill 
with delays and lobbyists. The CLG owes the federal government more than $5 million for not installing the pump-and-treat 
system at the landfill and it continues to grow by the day. 
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It is clear the city of Portsmouth must be removed from any management role in the remediation. Ending that conflict of 
interest appears to be the only way to achieve a true remediation of a highly toxic site leaching dangerous chemicals into 
ground and surface water. 

 
 
http://www.seacoastonline.com/news/20180405/residents-frustrated-by-status-quo-at-coakley-landfill  

 

*Nice shot of Skip if you go to the link! 

 

Residents frustrated by status quo at Coakley 
landfill 
By Jeff McMenemy  
jmcmenemy@seacoastonline.com  

Posted Apr 5, 2018 at 11:13 PMUpdated at 6:50 AM 
 

GREENLAND - More than 100 people turned out Thursday night for a meeting about the toxic Coakley landfill hosted by 
state and federal regulators. 

But they left the meeting at Bethany Church - with its parking lot next to the Superfund cleanup site - without any new plans 
to either clean up the landfill or provide municipal water to the families living around it. 

Several people expressed frustration that neither the Environmental Protection Agency nor the N.H. Department of 
Environmental Services - which hosted the meeting - had forced the Coakley Landfill Group (CLG) to clean up Berry’s Brook, 
which is adjacent to the landfill. 

Monitoring wells at the landfill in North Hampton and Greenland found 1,4-dioxane at levels above the EPA’s health advisory 
level and PFOS levels as high as 1,108 parts per trillion. Both chemicals are suspected carcinogens. 

The health advisory is 70 ppt. 
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Tests in Berry’s Brook near the landfill found levels of PFAS chemicals in surface water nearly three times higher than the 
health advisory level for groundwater. 

State Rep. Mike Edgar, D-Hampton, referenced a letter written by Michael Wimsatt, director of the DES Waste Management 
Division in July 2017 to a group of Seacoast lawmakers. 

In the letter, Wimsatt pointed to the contaminated Berry’s Brook and said “actions need to be implemented at the site to 
provide additional removal or containment of the contamination in order to mitigate these surface water quality impacts.” 

Edgar than asked him if the agency’s opinion about how the contamination in the brook should be addressed has changed. 

Wimsatt, who attended Thursday’s meeting, said the “agency’s position is the same.” 

“We believe that it would be best, it would be most prudent to (implement) some kind of active remedy there to improve the 
water quality in Berry’s Brook,” Wimsatt said. “We did ask the CLG if they would consider that shortly after the letter was 
issued, and they declined to participate in doing anything.” 

He then added that if the agency was in a position to compel the CLG to clean-up the brook, “we would do that.” 

But he acknowledged the agency does not have the legal authority to force the CLG to clean up the brook. 

The CLG is composed of and funded by municipalities and companies that used the landfill or brought waste there. 

The group is responsible for paying to clean up the site. The city of Portsmouth -and by extension Portsmouth taxpayers - 
bears the biggest share of the remediation costs at 53.6 percent. 

Residents living around the landfill are worried that chemicals leaching from the landfill will eventually contaminate their 
wells and threaten the health of their families. 

But so far levels of PFAS chemicals found in residential wells have been below the health advisory. 

State Rep. Renny Cushing, D-Hampton, seemed to speak for many Thursday night when to applause he told the regulators 
that he was “trying to figure out who’s running the show here.” 

He explained that Portsmouth City Attorney Robert Sullivan - who also serves as the head of the CLG’s executive committee - 
testified recently before a legislative commission that “it was the EPA’s idea to tell us we didn’t have to install a pump and 
treatment system” at the landfill. 
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Cushing was referring to a change made to the original remedy in 1999, which had required the CLG to install a pump and 
treat system on the landfill to treat contaminated groundwater. 

The Portsmouth Herald reported last week that the CLG began lobbying the 

Department of Justice, the EPA and its Congressional delegation to drop that requirement as early as 1995. 

The EPA in 1999 - after consulting with N.H. DES - agreed to the change. 

Cushing then noted that the EPA does not now believe a pump and treat system is required for Berry’s Brook and asked “was 
that the position that the Coakley Landfill Group told you you were supposed to take?” 

“I don’t see the EPA protecting the public in this. I think the Coakley Landfill Group is running the show,” Cushing said. “It’s 
time to change that.” 

Until Sullivan released some documents last week relating to the CLG, which proved the group had lobbied to drop the 
system, Sullivan had said he didn’t remember if the group had pushed the EPA for the change. 

Sullivan did not attend Thursday’s meeting. 

EPA spokesman Jim Murphy replied that EPA “made the decision that the pump and treat was not necessary.” 

If they had installed the system back in the 1990s, he said, it would “have no impact on removing the contaminants we’re 
concerned about now.” 

“You can blame it on the EPA (and say) we let them get away with it,” Murphy added. “That’s not how we viewed it.” 

EPA and DES officials stressed Thursday night that the deep bedrock study that they have ordered the CLG to conduct will 
help to determine where the contaminants in water leaving the site could flow to. 

Mark S. Gearreald, the town attorney for Hampton, appeared at Thursday’s meeting and told regulators that Hampton and 
North Hampton had hired University of New Hampshire professor Tom Ballestero to study water flow from the landfill. 

Ballestero, who he described as a “nationally recognized hydrologist,” determined that water migration from the landfill “has 
pathways where it can travel to the south and to the east.” 
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“We have contamination of PFCs in our wells in Hampton and North Hampton that serve the drinking water supplies, public 
water supplies of Hampton, North Hampton and two Rye water districts,” the attorney said. “We’re looking for protection 
here and it sounds like what we’re getting is maybes.” 

 

 

Kelsey (O’Neil) Dumville 

Public Affairs Office 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

Office: 617-918-1003 

Cell: 857-998-0226 
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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Olson, Bryan

Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 8:19 PM

To: Hull, Richard

Cc: Taylor, Melissa; Murphy, Jim; Dumville, Kelsey

Subject: Re: slides for April 5 Coakley public meeting

I think we should  

 

.  

Sent from my iPhone 

 

On Apr 3, 2018, at 4:51 PM, Hull, Richard <Hull.Richard@epa.gov> wrote: 

Attached are slides that I developed in consultation with DES. Drew Hoffman and I have gone back and forth a few times refining the 

presentation and we will both present different sections. Note that there are a number of slides at the end, following the “contacts” slide. These 

are held in reserve for discussion in the case that specific questions arise. 

Let me know if you have any questions, comments or suggested edits and I will revise accordingly. 

Thanks, 

Skip 

Richard W. Hull, Project Manager 
USEPA New England, Region 1 

5 Post Office Square, Suite 100 

OSRR07-1 

Boston, MA 02109-3912 

Hull.Richard@epa.gov 

(617) 918-1882 

<Coakley Apr 5 2018 Public Meeting v3.pptx> 

(b) (5)
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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Dumville, Kelsey

Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 6:52 AM

To: Olson, Bryan; Hull, Richard; Taylor, Melissa; Cianciarulo, Robert; Murphy, Jim

Subject: Coakley Call w/delegation staff

Hi All, 

 

I just changed the time to 2:15. I am hoping we can gather before the call with the delegation, which is at 2:30z 

 

Thanks! 

Kelsey 

 

 

 

Coakley Call w/delegation staff 

Scheduled: Thursday, Mar 22, 2018 from 2:15 PM to 2:45 PM 

Location: Mt. Kathadin 1st floor 

Invitees: Olson, Bryan, Hull, Richard, Taylor, Melissa, Cianciarulo, Robert, Murphy, Jim 

 

Kelsey Dumville 

 

Public Affairs Office 

 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

 

Office: 617-918-1003 

 

Cell: 857-998-0226 
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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Olson, Bryan

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 4:10 PM

To: Dumville, Kelsey; Hull, Richard; Murphy, Jim

Cc: Taylor, Melissa; Cianciarulo, Robert

Subject: RE: Coakley briefing call with NH Delegation staff

I can probably do it either day. Bryan 

 

From: Dumville, Kelsey  

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 3:00 PM 

To: Hull, Richard <Hull.Richard@epa.gov>; Murphy, Jim <Murphy.Jim@epa.gov> 

Cc: Olson, Bryan <Olson.Bryan@epa.gov>; Taylor, Melissa <Taylor.Melissag@epa.gov>; Cianciarulo, Robert <Cianciarulo.Bob@epa.gov> 

Subject: Coakley briefing call with NH Delegation staff 

 

Hi all, 

 

I would like to set up a call this week to brief the NH delegation staff on Coakley in advance of the Task Force meeting on the 26th. I will check with the staff, but 

would look to hold the call on Thursday or Friday. I spoke with Jim and would like to have he and Skip on the call given that they are participating in the meeting.  

 

Thanks, 

Kelsey  

 

Kelsey (O’Neil) Dumville 

Public Affairs Office 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

Office: 617-918-1003 

Cell: 857-998-0226 
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Dumville, Kelsey

From: Dumville, Kelsey

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 11:39 AM

To: Olson, Bryan

Cc: St. Fleur, Marilyn; Barmakian, Nancy

Subject: RE: Coakley Weekly Note

Hi Bryan, 

 

I'm happy to put together a note after the meeting tomorrow.  

 

Thanks, 

Kelsey  

 

Kelsey (O’Neil) Dumville 

Public Affairs Office 

Community Involvement Coordinator, Congressional Liaison 

Office: 617-918-1003 

Cell: 857-998-0226 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Olson, Bryan  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 11:04 AM 

To: Dumville, Kelsey <Dumville.Kelsey@epa.gov> 

Cc: St. Fleur, Marilyn <StFleur.Marilyn@epa.gov>; Barmakian, Nancy <Barmakian.Nancy@epa.gov> 

Subject: Coakley Weekly Note 

 

Kelsey, 

Deb and Alex asked us to put together a note for the Thursday weekly notes on our meeting with the congressionals. Would you mind taking the lead on that since 

it will need to get done shortly after the meeting tomorrow?   

Thank you,  Bryan 

 

Sent from my iPhone 

 




